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Dear Editor, 

In Roger Peterson’s excellent overview of disturbing evidence from newly released JFK files' , two 
topics concerning the medical evidence deserve further mention. Not only was it odd that the two 
pathologists chosen for JFK's forensic autopsy - James Humes, MD and J. Thornton Boswell, MD - had 
no forensic experience, it was even more peculiar that the forensic consultant who was called in, Pierre 
Finck, MD, had not performed an autopsy himself in more than two years prior to JFK’s - a type of 
work in which proficiency is only maintained by continuous practice. It is especially tragic that so 
inadequate a group was chosen to do the most important autopsy in American history at a time when 
virtually any of the best forensic specialists in the world would have made themselves immediately 
available for the melancholy task. 

Mr Peterson also correctly claimed I believe JFK's autopsists are afraid, but space constraints did not 
allow him to explain why. Humes, Boswell and Finck gave exclusive interviews to Journal of the 
American Medical Association (JAMA) editor, George D. Lundberg, MD and his staff writer, Mr. 
Dennis Breo, in 1992 and 1993. The interviews were featured in controversial articles published in 
JAMA 1 3 4 which led to a scathing critique in the Columbia Journalism Review, 5 and a successful libel 
lawsuit against the AMA by a Parkland hospital JFK witness. 6 Lundberg arranged a news conference in 
New York to publicize the articles and invited Humes and Boswell to appear to answer questions before 
the press, but they refused. 7 

Subsequently, JAMA's editors selected and published letters from physicians, including mine, which 
rasised just a few of the glaring inconsistencies in the pathologists' JAMA statements. 8 In surprising 
violation of the spirit of the "open JAMA presentations " 9 promised by Lundberg for the JFK articles, 
the pathologists stonewalled every letter, and every question, JAMA's own editors had selected as 
worth publishing, and presumably, as deserving an answer 10 11 Light was shed on the matter during 
Charles Crenshaw, MD's successful libel suit, which the AMA settled out of court for over $200,000.00. 
It was learned that Lundberg is himself a former military pathologist and, as it happens, is a personal 
friend of JFK's pathologists. Lundberg also admitted he is ignorant of the JFK subject, but sought the 
interviews to counter the public impact of the film JFK 12 But there is more. 

The Assassinations Records Review Board also sought to interview JFK's pathologists and invited them 
to come voluntarily. They refused constraining the ARRB to force their appearance with subpoenas 13 

Thus JFK's pathologists only volunteered to answer what I, as a consultant to the ARRB on the JFK 
medical evidence, and as one of the few physicians ever allowed by the Kennedy family to see the 
restricted autopsy materials, can charitably call 'softball' questions from an uninformed, personal friend 
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and fellow military pathologist, Lundberg. Then, quite extraordinarily, they stonewalled the free press, 
as well as their non-military colleagues' in a scientific journal, and, had it not been for subpoena power, 
they would have stonewalled the civilian-led ARRB 

Were the JFK medical evidence as open and shut as claimed by JFK's pathologists and W arren loyalists, 
rather than stonewalling, I suspect the autopsists, who have otherwise led unblemished careers, would 
have gone out of their way to publicly dispel any notion they are afraid, or that they have something to 
hide. °But their actions have borne eloquent testimony to opposite intentions. When the ARRB's 
depositions are publicly released, perhaps they will put an end to some of the many still lingering 
medical mysteries in that tragedy. Then will we see if, again, the all too familiar pattern Peterson has 
identified persists - that the claims made by the architects of the Warren Commission are undermined by 
the contrary, and non-sensitive, evidence it chose to suppress on "national security" grounds. 



Very truly. 



Gary L. Aguilar, MD 

Chairman, Department of Surgery, Saint Francis Memorial Hospital, San Francisco 
Assistant Professor of Ophthalmology, Stanford University Medical Center 
Assistant Professor of Ophthalmology, University of California, San Francisco 
Member, Board of Directors, San Francisco County Medical Society 
Member, American Medical Association 
Member, California Medical Association 
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